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Re Supplement to Request to Reopen the Record - Zonmg Commission Cas~o ~g 

10-28 (901 Monroe Street, LLC. !:\quare 3829) - o 
- - %. 

Dear Ms Bardm "' -~ ~ 

fhis letter from the 200-Footers Group the sole Party m opposition m Zonmg CommiSSIOn Case 
No 10-28 (90 I Monroe Street, LLC- Consohdated PUD & Related Map Amendment, Lots 3 4 
11 22 & 820 Square 3829), reqponds substanttvely to the Apphcant s March I 2012 Mot1on to 
Reopen the Record and the Brookland Neighborhood C1VIC Associatton's (BNCA) March 6\h 
Motton to Reopen the Record We request that this Supplement be mcluded m the Record 1f1t IS 

reopened 

Apphcant q MotiOn 
The 200-Footers Group wants to emphasize that the proffered $350 000 addition to the prmect
soectfic benefits/amenities (undergroundmg utthncs on a 2nd of the 4 sides of the proJect) does 
not count as a non-proJect-specific commumty benefit/amemty As stated m the 200 Footers 
Group b March 1 2012 Response to the Post-Heanng Submissions the non-proJect spectflc 
commumty benefits/amemties are st11J woefully msufficient (c;ee 200-Footers pp 2-4) In 
addtnon, the proffer Jq noncompliant and ' mconsistent with the DC Comprehensive Plan s 
protective prov1Slon stating,' Locat1on ofPUD Amerntlcs Reqwre that a substantial part of the 
amemnes proposed m Planned Un1t Developments (PUDs) shall a<.crue to the community m 
which the PUD would have an Impact (see 200-Footers Ftndmg of Fact #23 p S) lhe 
additional undergroundmg does not address many way the adverqe 1mpact of the proJect on the 
200-Footers and doe~ not provide any requued rruttgatJOn whatsoever 

BNCA q Motton 
fhe 200-Footcrs Group hw. no opmton on the BNCA s ' Corrccttons lo the Applicant s Propoqed 
J:.mdmgs of Fact and Con<.lusions of Law However, the 200-Footers Group noted multtple 
factual errors m the Apph<.ant s Proposed Ftndtngs of I:< act and Conclusions of Law Some 
examples mclude the folloWing 

• Applicant Fmdtng of Fact #25 (p 4) states Commerc1al properties arc directly to the west 
Th1s IS tna<.curate a.q the 200-'Footers Group testified on february 2 2012 smce five of the 
seven rowhouses mclude residential use (see 200-Footers Group's Fmdlng of fact #19) 

• Applicant Fmdmgs of Fact #37f (p 11) & 74 (p 20) state The CMA IS a reasonable 
compromtse between the Applicant and the 200-Footers and 'The construction management 
agreement submttted by the Applicant adequately addresses the concerns of the 200-Footers 
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m a way that 1s a satisfactory compromiSe between the Applicant and the 200-Footers 
lhcse ore maccurate represenmttons as the 200-Footers Group stated m 1ts March 1, 2012 
Response to Post-Heanng Subm1ss1ons (see 200 Footers pp 4-5) 

• Apphcant ConclusiOn of Law #6 (p 21) states The proposed hetght and denstty of the 
buildmgs m the Project Will not cause a SJgmficant adverse effect on any nearby properties" 
Tlus ~~ maccurate as the 200-Footers Group testified on February 2 2012 Also see the 200-
Footers Groups March 181 Fmdmg of Fact #19 (p 4) 

• Applicant Conclus10n of Law #13 (p 23) states "The Comnuss10n abo fmds that the 
Apphcant worked With the ANC to resolve differences There IS nothmg m the record to 
support tlns Conclusion and the 200 Footers Group has no 1dea what was resolved 

If any add1ttonal mformatlon ts needed Barbara Kahlow 1.an be reached dunng the day on (202) 
965-1083 

Smcerely 
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Kahlow Carolyn C Steptoe 
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